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" Gnosis," " Canon," and " Church." A review of such a work within 
admissible limits can do no more than present the leading positions of 
the author in a lucid summary. It has been the object of this notice 
to do this without presuming to enter upon detailed criticisms of the 
work of so accomplished a master as Dr. Holtzmann. The volumes 
will well repay a careful examination by students of New Testament 
theology. The work may fitly crown the long series of the author's 
labors upon the New Testament. Its comprehensive and sure grasp 
of the whole subject, its impartial consideration of the vast literature, 
its logical arrangement of the material, and its acute and masterful 
exegesis entitle it to a very high rank. It is no slight merit that the 
opinions of other scholars in the field which it covers are quoted, ana- 
lyzed, and discussed. The views of the most distinguished of the 
author's opponents, and even of young writers among them, receive this 
consideration, and, while he is not more decided than we could wish 
him to be in the expression of his own conclusions, those who differ 
with him are treated with fine courtesy. These qualities combine to 
constitute a work of which it is not hazardous to prophesy that it will 
in the future rank as a classic in its department. 

Orello Cone. 
Boston, Mass. 



Der erste Brief an die Corinther, neu bearbeitet von Dr. 
C. F. Georg Heinrici, K. Pr. Consistorialrath und Profes- 
sor der Theologie an der Universitat Leipzig. Gottingen : 
Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1896. Pp. x+530, 8vo. M. 7. 

This third edition of Dr. Heinrici's redaction of Meyer's 1 Corin- 
thians (the eighth edition in the Meyer series) well realizes the pur- 
pose of the publishers to preserve "the historical peculiarity of the 
old Meyer — the character of a repertory." A service is rendered to 
exegesis by this editing of the celebrated commentary by other hands, 
whereby account is taken of the conclusions of recent scholars, 
although the peril is not always escaped of disguising the great 
exegete in the new habiliments. The editor is well and favorably 
known by his commentary in two volumes on the Corinthian epistles 
( 1880, 1887), in which the relation of primitive Christianity to Hellen- 
ism was especially considered. In the volume before us he claims to 
have furnished fresh evidences of the "Hellenistic woof" in the two 
epistles as well as of their relations to "rabbinical theologumena." 
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With respect to grammatical interpretation, it goes without saying 
that a work founded upon Meyer and written with due regard to his 
rare exegetical judgment cannot be obnoxious to much criticism. 
Blemishes appear, however, in some forced and far-fetched exegetical 
constructions sometimes made unhappily in the interest of a defense 
of the apostle. By maintaining that excommunication instead of a 
miraculous punishment is referred to in irapaSowcu t<2 %arava (5:5) Dr. 
Heinrici thinks that he clears the apostle of the charge of excessive 
haste and passion. But this advantage is dearly purchased by giving 
to eis oktOpov o-apxos the sense that the excommunicated man will find 
the salvation of his wvev/jLa at the parousia by means of the free scope 
accorded by Satan to his <rdp£ ! The author's contention that Paul's 
conception of the marriage relation can be shown to accord with that 
now prevalent in Protestant Christendom is hardly sustained in view 
of KaXov avOpmirw yvvcuKos ft,}] airrccrflai (7 : I ), of u>% xat i/xavrov (7:7), 
and of eav /jLtivwriv ( 7 : 8 ). In these passages " the present distress" 
(7 : 26) is not taken into account, and the assertion in 7:1 is con- 
trolled by 81a ras iropmas (7:2). Leaving on one side the question 
whether or no the apostle was influenced in his judgment regarding 
marriage by his doctrine of the "flesh," it is evident that his expecta- 
tion of the impending end of the world must have led him to take a 
view of the institution less likely to be held by one whose historical 
perspective was not thus limited. In the interpretation of 7 : 8 Meyer 
understands rots dycytois to denote the unmarrried in general. Heinrici's 
judgment that the reference is to "those of both sexes who have 
remained unmarried beyond the normal age " is without adequate sup- 
port. The construction of the passage is loose, and the meaning 
obscure, but " unmarried men " are probably meant, if against Holsten 
kcu. rati xw ats De retained. 

In the interpretation of 11:3 Dr. Heinrici maintains that the 
subordination of Christ is not limited to his human nature, but denotes 
the "objective and necessary subordination of the Son to the Father." 
The idea, however, that when Paul says in this passage that " Christ is 
the head of the man," he means "and of the woman also," is plainly 
read into the text. The deliberate intention of the apostle in 7 : 3-16 
to oppose what he regarded as a mischief-working "emancipation" of 
woman is evident in his entire argument. He reasons not alone from 
expediency and social customs, but also from the divine order of 
creation, according to which, as he understood it, "the head of the 
woman is the man," "the woman was made for the man," etc. It 
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suited the purpose of his argument to depend upon Gen. 2:18, 21-23, 
rather than upon Gen. 1 : 26 f. The weakness and inconsequence of some 
of his reasonings in this section are not, however, indicated by the 
author. Why should a man be covered because he is 86£a $iov, and a 
woman covered because she is 86£a avSpos ? In the interpretation of 
81a roil? ayytXovs ( n : 10) — a fantastic reason assigned by Paul for the 
veiling of the women — the author again departs from Meyer to the 
prejudice of his hermeneutics. 

In the extended commentary on chap. 15, occupying seventy pages, 
the Pauline doctrine of the resurrection is discussed with candor and 
with a due appreciation of its historical setting. The apostle's faith in 
the resurrection of the believers at the impending second coming of 
Christ rested on the to him indisputable fact of the resurrection of 
Jesus. Dr. Heinrici, in opposition to Meyer, concludes that Paul 
teaches that the believers who had died would alone be raised at the 
parousia, and that he knew nothing of a "resurrection to condemna- 
tion." To " perish " was the fate of the unbelievers. The inquiring 
student will, however, find some things wanting in this long discussion 
of chap. 15. The relation of Paul's account of the appearances of 
Jesus after his resurrection to the accounts of them in the gospels ; the 
significance of the use of m<f>6r] in his enumeration of the manifestations 
of Jesus and in his mention of his own vision on the road to Damascus ; 
and the apparently different conceptions of the resurrection of 
believers in 1 Cor. 15 and 2 Cor. 5 : 1-6, concern difficulties which the 
readers of the commentary will regret not to find more fully discussed 
after the manner of the excursus on y\.uxr<rcus XaXtlv (12 : 10). The 
index of subjects and the list of Greek words text-critically discussed 
in the commentary will greatly facilitate the use of the work to the 
student. 

Orello Cone. 
Boston, Mass. 



Kritisch-Exegetischer Kommentar ueber das Neue Testa- 
ment, begrundet von Heinr. Aug. Wilh. Meyer. Sechs- 
zehnte Abtheilung. 5. Auflage. Die Offenbarung Johan- 
nis. Neu bearbeitet von Lie. Theol. Wilhelm Bousset, 
a. o. Professor in Gottingen. Gottingen : Vandenhoeck 
& Ruprecht, 1896. Pp. vi+527. M. 8. 

The exposition of John's Apocalypse in Meyer's Critical Commen- 
tary on the New Testament was prepared by Dusterdieck, and first 



